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PER CURI AM

Tekalign N. Beza, a native and citizen of Ethiopia,
petitions for review of an order of the Board of Inmgration
Appeal s (“Board”). The order affirned, wthout opinion, the
i mm gration judge’ s decision and order denyi ng Beza' s applications
for asylum and wi thhol ding of renpval. For the reasons di scussed
bel ow, we deny the petition for review

Beza clains the inmgration judge erred in finding he
failed to present credible evidence in support of his asylum
application. W have reviewed the adm nistrative record and the
i mm gration judge s decision, which was desi gnated by the Board as
the final agency determ nation, and find that substantial evidence
supports the immgration judge' s conclusion that Beza was not
credi ble. As such, Beza failed to establish past persecution or a
wel | -founded fear of future persecution as necessary to qualify for
relief fromdeportation. 8 C.F.R § 1208.13(b) (2003).

In addition, we find substantial evidence supports the
immgration judge’'s conclusion that there was no nexus between
Beza' s application for asylumand t he successful applications filed
by his siblings.

Accordingly, we deny Beza's petition for review e
di spense wi th oral argunent because the facts and | egal contentions
are adequately presented in the materials before the court and

argunment woul d not aid the decisional process.
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